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IN THIS REPORT vesidents of nursing and personal care homes are
described by mavital status, living arvangements before admission, and
Jrequency of visitors in terms of theiv health and velated chavacteris-
tics and cevtain health services they veceived,

Data on which this veport is based weve collected in 1964 in the Resi-
dent Places Survey (RPS-2) of the Nation's nuvsing and pevsonal carve
homes, At the time of the survey theve werve an estimated 554,000 vesi-
dents in 17,000 nursing and pevsonal care homes.

In the sense thal nursing cave homes provided morve ''sophisticated’
types of health care than the other types of homes, married and widowed
residents on a whole were receiving belter cave than vesidents in the
other marvital groups. Seventy-three percent of the mavvied vesidents
and 70 pevcent of the widowed were in nursing cave homes compaved
with 64 pevcentof the divovced or separated and 58 pevcent of the never
married.

A lavger pevcent of vesidents who had lived with fomily or relatives oy
in hospitals prior to admission weve in nursing cave homes than vesi-
dents of any other living arvangement group,

There was some differvence by marital status in the rates fov ceviain
chronic conditions and impaivments. The vank ovder of vates formed
two distinct groups—rthose for the mavvied and widowed and those for
the divovced, separated, ov never mavvied, For example, ""other' menial
disovders vanked as the most prevalent condition for the divovced, sepa~-
rated, or nevey mavvied and sixthand ninth for the married and widowed.

For certain conditions such as vasculay lesions and diseases of heart,
theve was little diffevence in the vank ovder of vates by previous living
arrangements, while for advanced senility and ""othey' mental disovders
there weve lavge dispavities, For example, "other' mental disovders
vanked very high among residents who had come from a mental hospital
or a long-term hospital and somewhat lowey for those who had lived
with spouse ov childven.

Mayrried and widowed vesidents had move visitors than those vesidents
who were divorced, separated, ov never mavvied. Those who had previ-
ously lived with spouse and/or childven weve visited more often than
vesidents from other living avvangement groups. Contravy to what might
have been suspected, the older residents were visited more often,

SYMBOLS
Data not available--~--==~~-=mmmm oo -—-
Category not applicable------=~-mmmocmocmma .
QUANLItY ZETO--- === == oo e e -
Quantity more than 0 but lessthan0,5 ------==cmneun 0.0
Figure does not meet standards of reliability
OF Precision ~--—r=- oo *




MARITAL STATUS AND LIVING ARRANGEMENTS

BEFORE ADMISSION TO NURSING AND
PERSONAL CARE HOMES

Roy Morgan, Division of Health Resources Statistics

INTRODUCTION

This report is one of a series of statistical
reports on the institutional population of the United
States, The reports present findings from anum-
ber of institutional population surveys which are
part of the National Health Survey., 1

Data in this report are based on information
collected in a nationwide sample survey of nurs-
ing and personal care homes. The survey—part
of the Resident Places Survey-2 (RPS-2)—was
conducted during May-June 1964, (For a general
description of the survey, see appendix I.) Other
data from the survey—describing employees of
nursing and personal care homes, chronic condi-
tions and impairments of residents, charges for
care in the institutions, special aids, and levels
of nursing care-——have been published, 2-8

For the first time in the series of reports
on nursing and personal care homes, data are
presented on marital status, living arrange-
ments before admission, and frequency of visitors
of residents,

PRIMARY TYPE OF SERVICE

Institutions in RPS-2 were classified into
three type-of-service classes—nursing care
homes, personal care homes with nursing, and
personal care homes (see section B of appendix II).

The level of care was highest (intensive care)
in nursing care homes and lowest in personal
care homes, In this section when marital status
and living arrangement before admission to a
home are discussed, emphasis will be on nurs-
ing care homes since over two-thirds of all
residents were in this type of facility and since
these residents received more intensive care,
The survey data revealed these important dif-
ferences:

A larger proportion of marvied and widowed
vesidents weve in nursing cave homes than
were vesidents of any other mavital status

group.

A lavger proportionofresidents who had pre-
viously lived with family ov velatives ov who
had come from hospitals weve in nuysing care
homes than were vesidents from any of the
other living arvangements,

Marital Status

Seventy-three percent of the married resi-
dents and 70 percent of the widowed were in
nursing care homes as were 64 and 58 percent,
respectively, of the divorced or separated and
never married residents (fig. 1). The propor-
tion of married women (77 percent) in nursing
care homes was higher than that of married men
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Figure |. Percent distribution of residents in nurs-
ing and personal care homes, by primary type of
service according to sex and marital status.

(71 percent); the difference was even greater
for the divorced or separated residents, with
the proportion of women being 72 percent and of
men 39 percent, There was little difference in
the proportions of men and women in the widowed
and the never married groups,

Of all the residents in nursing and personal
care homes, 63 percent were widowed, Of these,
45 percent were males and 73 percent were fe-
males, Table 1 shows, as might be expected,

that a higher proportion of the widowed resi-
dents were in the older age groups. Only 23 per-
cent of those under 65 were widowed; this in-
creased with age to 78 percent of those aged 85
and over, The range for males was from 12 per-
cent of those under 65 to 67 percent of those
85 and over, The range for females was from 36
percent to 82 percent,

Living Arrangements Before Admission

For the purpose of this report, living ar-
rangements before admission to nursing or per-
sonal care homes were classified into 11 groups
(table 2). Residence in a nursing care home in-
stead of a personal care home is a fairly good
indicator of a person's need for intensive care
or his ability to get into homes which provide
better health care. Living arrangements prior
to admission of residents by type of institution
will point to any important differences in living
arrangements which might determine the type of
care a resident will receive,

Greater proportions of residents from hos-
pitals and other places (73 percent) and from
residence with family or relatives (71 percemnt)
were in nursing care homes (fig. 2). Smaller
proportions had come from boarding or nursing
homes (67 percent) or had lived alome (60 per-
cent). The proportions of males and females in
nursing care homes who had lived with family
or relatives or alone did not differ much, There
were significant differences, however, among
those who came from boarding or nursing
homes—61 percent of males compared with 71
percent of females—and from hospitals andother
places—67 percent of males compared with 77
percent of females (fig. 2).

Proportions of residents in nursing care
homes “from the 11 living arrangements shown in
table 2 ranged from 50 percent of those .from
mental hospitals to 83 percent of those from
short-stay hospitals, More residents in nursing
care homes were from long-term hospitals (77
percent), had lived with spouse only (72 percent),
or had lived with children only (75 percent) than
those who had lived with spouse and children
(63 percent), with other relatives (63 percent),
or who had lived alone (60 percent).
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Figure 2. Percent distribution of residents in nurs-
ing and personal care homes, by primary type of
service according to sex and 1living arrangements
before admission.

For residents in nursing care homes the
range by living arrangement was greater than
that by marital status—350 to 83 percent com-
pared with 58 to 73 percent. It would appear,
therefore, that a resident's living arrangement
prior to admission, more so than marital status,
influenced the type of home he entered. For ex-

ample, it would be reasonable to assume that
residents from mental hospitals (many needing
only custodial supervision) would need lessnurs-
ing care than those from long-term and short-
stay hospitals.

CARE RECEIVED AT ADMISSION

The type of caregivenaresidentatadmission
to a facility was determined from item 18 of the
Resident Questionnaire (appendix II). This item
asked whether the type of care a resident re-
ceived was primarily nursing care, primarily
personal care, or room and board only. The sur-
vey revealed that the type of care residents re-
ceived differed by marital status and by living
arrangement prior to admission.

Move intensive care was given to mavried
ov widowed vesidents than to divorced, sepa-
vated, ov never maryied vesidents,

Residents who had lived in boarding ov nuys-
ing homes or in hospitals prioy to admission
received movre intensive care than those who
had lived with family ov relatives or alone,

Marital Status

The intensity of care which a resident re-
ceived when admitted to a nursing or personal
care home might have been determined by such
factors as his state of health and his ability to
pay for care. The type of care an older person
received might have been influenced in part by
his marital status—that is, married or widowed
residents would probably have had someone to
care for them in some kind of familial environ-
ment and would probably not have entered an
institution until quite old and/or in very poor
health. Divorced, separated, or never married
residents probably would have been less likely
to have had family or relatives to care for them
as they grew older., Mean ages were greater
for married (75 years) and widowed (B0 years)
residents than for divorced or separated (68 years)
or never married (71 years) residents. Conse-



quently, married or widowed residents would very
likely have needed somewhat more intensive
care—not so much because of their marital status
but because of a situation which their marital
status engendered,

Seventy percent of the married residents and
60 percent of the widowed received primarily
nursing care (fig. 3). Smaller proportions of the
divorced or separated or never married resi-
dents received primarily nursing care (52 and
49 percent, respectively). The percentof married
residents who received only room and board
(a type of care with no nursing or personal care
services), was less than that of those who were
not married,

As would be expected, when distributed by
type of home, care received at admission cor-
responded roughly to the predominant type of
care in the home. In nursing care homes most
residents received primarily nursing care at
admission with the percent of married residents
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Figure 3. Percent distribution of residents in nurs-
ing and personal care homes, by primary type of care
received at admission according to marital status.

being greater than that of residents who were not
married (table 3). In personal care homes with
nursing the percent of those receiving primarily
nursing care was not as great, but again there
was a greater percent of those married than of
those in the other marital status groups.

Living Arrangements Before Admission

Living arrangements before admission to
nursing or personal care homes were classified
into 11 groups in order to give some idea of the
type of care residents had received prior to ad-
mission. Like marital status, type of living ar-
rangement before admission may have influenced
the type of care received when admitted,

Table A combines these living arrangements
into four major groups. The largest percent of
residents receiving primarily nursing care was
of those from hospitals or other places (74 per-
cent). Sixty-three percent of those from boarding
and nursing homes and 59 percent of those who
had lived with family or relatives received pri-
marily nursing care;the lowest percent (46) was
of those who had lived alone. Again, as was the
case with marital status, care received at ad-
mission corresponded to the predominant type of
care given in the facility. In nursing care homes
86 percent of those from hospitals and other
places and 80 percent from boarding and nursing
homes received primarily nursing care. Of those
who had lived with family or relatives, 73 percent
received this type of care at admission. The lowest
percent (66) of residents who received primarily
nursing care was of those who had lived alone.
In personal care homes with nursing, a similar
distribution prevailed although the percents of
residents were not as great.

The percent of women receiving primarily
nursing care when admitted to nursing or per-
sonal care homes was greater than that of men
for three of the four combined groups of living
arrangements (fig. 4). Of the residents who came
from boarding or nursing homes, 68 percent of
the women and 54 percent of the men received
primarily nursing care, while 78 percent of the
women and 67 percent of the men from hospitals
or other places received this type of care. There



Table A,

homes, by type of care received

Number and percent distribution of residents in nursing and personal care
at admission according to primary type of service

and living arrangements before admission: United States, May-June 1964

Type of care received at admission

Primary type of service Nugger Room

and living arrangement residents | All || Primarily | Primarily | and
types nursing | personal | board

only

All homes Percent distribution
All residents==-vcemaccncncan~ 554,000 100.0 58.2 17.6 | 24.2
Family or relatives-swemescecemcncncas 215,600 100.0 58.7 18.1| 23.2
Alone or with nonrelatives=weecwmaw- 164,300 100.0 || 46,0 17.2| 36.7
Boarding or nursing home--ewravemca- 71,800 100.0 62.5 18.1| 19.4
Hospital or other place=cee=acmeea-o 102,300 100.0 73.6 16.8 9.5
Nursing care
All residentSeeee-mecececacee 373,300 100.0 74.5 4.4 11,1
Family or relatives-=cecesemcwconmonn 152,200 | 100.0 72,9 16.7 | 10.4
Alone or with nonrelatives----eecmec- 97,900 100.0 65.7 14,5 19.8
Boarding or nursing home------wecau- 48,300 100.0 79.5 4.1 6.4
Hospital or other place--=w=wwcece=- 74,900 100.0 86.1 9.8 4.1
Personal care with nursing
All residentse-c-cmcmcmcacna—- 145,400 100.0 28.6 22,6 | 48.9
Family or relatives=—e-=-—mvecccoccnnax 51,600 100.0 29.0 20.4| 50.6
Alone or with nonrelatives=em=rww=eee- 55,000 100.0 19.7 20.9( 59.4
Boarding or nursing home---ee-eccac- 17,800 100.0 33.3 22,2 44,5
Hospital or other place~=mvewcacecwe- 20,900 100.0 46.7 32.6 20.7
Personal care

All residents-cwesmcccccccacca- 35,300 100.0 7.7 31l.4} 60.9
Family or relatives-e--e-mecancarears 11,700 100.0 5.6 26,51 67.9
Alone or with nonrelatives—e=-wewnn=- 11,400 100.0 3.8 23.1] 73.1
Boarding or nursing home===---=new-= 5,700 100.0 9.3 39.9| 50.8
Hospital or other place~======wecea- 6,500 100.0 17.0 47.01 36.1

were only small differences in the percents of
men and women that had lived with family or rela~-
tives or that had lived alone or with nonrelatives.

It should be noted that the range of percents
of those who received primarily nursing care at
admission was only slightly greater for the four

combined living arrangement groups—from 46 to
74 percent—than that for the marital status
groups—from 49 to 70 percent. However, the
range for the 1l living arrangement groups is
even greater—ranging from 43 percent of those
in the residual group and 46 percent of those who
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Figure 4. Percent distribution of residents in nurs-
ing and personal care homes, by primary type of
care received at admission according to sex and
living arrangements before admission.

had lived alone to 79 percent of those who had
come from long-term specialty hospitals and
85 percent who had come from short-stay general
hospitals (table 4). These ranges suggest that
living arrangement prior to admission may be
more closely related to type of care received
at admission than marital status. This is to be
expected since the type of health care an older
person would have received before admission
would be better indicated by living arrangements
prior to admission than by marital status be-
cause half of the living arrangements are types
of institutions (boarding and nursing homes and
hospitals) which are directly involved in pro-
viding health care, About a third of all residents
had been transferred from these types of insti-
tutions.

NUMBER OF CONDITIONS

The total number of chronic conditions and
impairments was determined for each sample
resident in the survey. A resident's average num-
ber of conditions is useful as a general indicator
of level of health and is not meant to be an ex-
clusive measure. The next section will go into
detail on selected conditions and will further
illuminate this section. Data in this section will
show that:

Residents who weve divorced, separated, oy
never marvied had fewev conditions than
mavvied or widowed residents.

Residents who had lived alone ov in mental
hospitals priov to admission had fewer con-
ditions than vesidents from othev types of
living arvangements.

Marital Status

The percent distribution of married resi-
dents by number of conditions was fairly similar
to that of widowed residents (table B); that of
divorced or separated and of never married
residents was similar to each other. About
60 percent of the married or widowed residents
had three conditions or more compared with 51
percent of the divorced or separated and 48 per-
cent of the never married. The median number of
conditions for each marital status group also
revealed this: the median number of conditions
for married residents was 3.5 and for widowed,
3.4. The median for divorced was 3.1, for sep-
arated, 3.0, and for never married, 2.9 (table 5).

Median numbers of conditions were larger
for nursing care homes than for personal care
homes with nursing; the medians for the latter
homes were in turn larger than those for per-
sonal care homes. The marital status groups in
nursing care homes had somewhat closemedians.
In personal care homes with nursing the median
numbers of conditions for the married and
widowed were similar and larger than the medians
for the other marital status groups. In personal



Table B, Number and percent distribution of residents in nursing and personal care

homes, by number of chronic conditions
United States, May~June 1964

and impairments according to marital status:

Marital status

Number of chronic conditions

Number of and impairments

residents

Total None 1-2 34 5+

All statuse§m=--=-m-mcvecccnnncea—-

Percent distribution

554,000 | 100.0 3.7 ] 40.0} 36.3} 20.0

Married=c-=reccmareccmrrre e ccnn e
Widowed=e-mrmmemcmmmcam e ccc e
Divorced or separated----c-c-vemmeconn-
Never married----cemcocmmmccrnnmnacm———

38.2( 37.9( 22.1

54,900 | 100.0 .8
8| 371 37.5 21.6
3

1
348,100 | 100.0) 3
28.200 | 100.0{ 3
122,700 | 100:0 || &

45.5| 32,2} 19.0
47.81 33.1| 14.8

care homes separated residents had the highest
median number of conditions. Medians for the
other marital status groups were about the same.

Living Arrangements Before Admission

When distributed by number of conditions,
there was no great disparity in the percents for
three of the four combined living arrangement
groups (table C). The exception was for those
residents who had lived alone prior toadmission.
Median numbers of conditions reveal even more
clearly this similarity in distribution. Except
for those residents who had lived alone (with a
median of 3.0 conditions), the median number of
conditions for residents in theliving arrangement
groups was 3.4,

It should be noted that generally within each
type of home the greatest disparity, as for total
residents, among the percent distributions by
living arrangement was for those residents for
whom no conditions or just one condition was
reported. By type of home the proportion of resi-
dents reporting no conditions was greater for
those who had lived alone prior to admissionthan
for any other living arrangement group—3 per-
cent for nursing care homes, 11 percent for

personal care homes with nursing, and 14 per-
cent for personal care homes.

As for total residents, the median number
of conditions for residents from each of the
living arrangement groups in nursing carehomes
and personal care homes with nursing was almost
the same except for the smaller medians for those
who had lived alone (table C). In personal care
homes the medians were lowest for those who
had lived alone and for those who had come from
hospitals or other places. The difference between
medians for males and females was small.

The range of medians for total residents
did not differ much by marital status (2.9 to 3.5,
table 5) from the expanded 11 living arrange-
ment groups (2.7 to 3.7, table 6). There was some
difference by type of home, however, especially
for personal care homes, where the ranges were
from 2.0 to 2.8 for marital status and from 0.6
to 2.6 for living arrangements (tables 5 and 6).
It would appear, since the ranges of mediannum-
ber of conditions by marital status and by living
arrangements are almost the same for the other
two types of homes, that the number of conditions
of these residents was related to intensity of
care in these homes and not to marital status
or living arrangements prior to admission.



Table C. Number and percent distribution of residents in nursing and personal care homes, by
number of chronic conditions and impairments accorxrding to primary type of service and living
arrangements before admission: United States, May-June 1964

Number of chronic conditions and impairments
Primary type of

service and living Number of
arrangement residents Both Fe~
g Total | None| 1 2 3 4 S+ | copes ||Male | =T
All homes Percent distribution Median

All residents~-- 554,000 | 100.0 3.7 |117.0] 23.0} 21.4| 14.9} 20.0 3.3 3.3 3.3

Family or relatives~-- 215,600 | 100.0 3.1 15.3] 23.3)21.9 16.3 | 20.2 3.4 | 3.4 3.4
Alone or with non-

relatives-cusmcemmcen 164,300 | 100.0 6.8119.3] 23.1| 20.4| 13.2;17.2 3.0 3.2 3.0
Boarding or nursing

home~~-cemcemmneanncas 71,800 | 100.0 2,1 16,1} 21,8 | 22.7 | 14.44 22.9 3.4 3.3 3.5
Hospital or other

place--cecmmccncnmann- 102,300 | 100.0 1.0 |17.81 22,8 21.3 14.9 | 22.1 3.4 | 3.3 3.4

Nursing care

All residents--- 373,300 { 100.0 1.8]12.9| 21.4| 23.0| 16.5 | 24.4 3.6 3.7 3.6

Family or relatives--- 152,200 | 100.0 1.6 |12.21 22,01 22,6 17.2| 24.4 3.6 || 3.6 3.6
Alone or with non-

relatives-em=mcmnman- 97,900 | 100.0 3.3 | 15.1| 21.7{ 23.5| 14.9| 21.5 3.4 3.6 3.4
Boarding or nursing

homem-weercacacccac.— 48,300 { 100.0 1.3 |10.5| 20.3 | 24.3( 16.2| 27.4 3.7 | 3.8 3.7
Hospital or other

place~-=recmrecrcana- 74,900 | 1L00.0 0.6 | 12,8 20.7| 22.4 | 17.2} 26.3 3.7 3.8 3.7

Personal care
with nursing

All residents--- 145,400 | 100.0 7.1 (23,11 26,1 19.2] 12.6| 11.9 2,81 2.7 2.8

Family or relatives--- 51,600 | 100.0 5.8120.6| 26,1 21,0} 15.6} 10.8 2.9 2.9 2.9
Alone or with non- i i
relatives--=-w=v=-==- 55,000 | 100.0 || 11,4 | 23,7 | 25,0 17.0} 11.4| 11.5 2.6 2.8 2.5
Boarding or nursing
homee=mmmacenanen ———- 17,800 | 100.0 3.4 127,3| 24,4)19.5| 10,0 15.4 2,84 2.5 3.1
Hospital or other .
place~cemmumcncncnun- 20,900 | 100.0 2.4 24,1) 30.5( 20.3} 10.3| 12,5 2.8 2.6 2.9
Personal care
All residents--- 35,300 | 100.0 9.4 136,1]26.8|14.2} 7.1| 6.3 2,2 2.2 2,2
Family or relatives--- 11,700 )] 100.0 || 11.2 | 31.6] 28.5]| 16.3| 6.3]| 6.1 2.3 2.3 2,2
Alone or with non-
relatives~e=escecacan 11,400 | 100.0 || 14.0 | 34.0| 26,9 | 10.6| 7.3| 7.2 2.1) 2.2 2.0
Boarding or nursing
home=v=~~« R b E 5,700 ] 100.0 5.6 |28.8| 26.8| 18.7) 12,7} 7.6 2.6 2.5 2.7
Hospital or-other
placeccmemenven~ ~—=- 6,500 | 100.0 1.7 54.5] 23.4 13,1 | 3.4| 4.1 1.9 1.8 2.0




SELECTED CHRONIC CONDITIONS
AND IMPAIRMENTS

The survey used a list of 58 basic chronic
conditions and impairments to determine which
conditions each sample resident had. Tables 7
and 8 present rates for a condensed list of 35
conditions. The six most prevalent conditions
are analyzed in this section. Data reveal two
highlights:

For certain chvonic conditions and impaiv-
ments vates per 1,000 residents and vank
ovder of conditions fell inio ftwo distinct
groups—those for mavvied and widowed and
those for divovced, separated, and never
mayvied.

For ceviain conditions suck as vasculay
lesions and diseases of heavt theve is little
difference by vank ovder of vates for living
arvangement pvior fo admission, while for
other conditions such as advanced senility
and "other'" menital disovders theveave lavge
disparities,

Marital Status

An interesting characteristic of residents
shown by marital status was the tendency toward
two fairly distinct groups of rates for certain
chronic conditions and impairments. This was
true of "other" mental disorders and advanced
senility; married and widowed residents were
close to each other in rank order of rates, and
divorced, separated, and never married resi-
dents formed a distinct group with close rank
orders. Table D illustrates this point, particu-
larly for advanced senility and for "other”
mental disorders and to a lesser extent for
vascular lesions and diseases of heart. Such
distinct groupings into these two broad marital
status groups were not evident for other condi-~
tions by rank order or by rate per 1,000 resi-
dents.

As shown in table 7, vascular lesions was
the most prevalent condition for married and
widowed residents (with rates of 429 and 363)
and the second most prevalent for those resi-
dents who were divorced, separated, or never

Table D, Rank order of selected chronic
conditions and impairments among resi=-
dentsof nursing and personal care homes,
by primary type of service and marital
status: United States, May-June 1964

Chronic conditions
Primary type of and impairments!
service and
marital status
A\B C D E ¥
All homes Rank order
All residents~ |1 2 3 4 5 6
Married-ec-cmecu-- 1 2 5 3 8 6
Widowedee-mrmencea- 1 2 3 4 5 9
Divorcedewemarcacun 2 3 5 8 {10 1
Separatedecse==ce- 213141 91671
Never marriede---- 2 3 4 6 5 1
Nursing care
All residents~- | 1 2 4 3 5 6
Married=recmrancae 1 2 5 3 8 9
Widowedramrccmenne 1 2 4 3 5|11
Divorcedemmemmecua- 1 3 4 9 {10 2
Separatedercecevex 2131 41 7] 811
Never marriede~=w- 1 3 5 4 6 2
Personal care
with nursing
All residents~| 3 1] 2 6 5] &
Marriedeere-ceena- 1 3 4110 5 2
Widowed=merecmmana 3 1 2 5 4 6
Divorced=ee—cenmu- 5 3 4 113 |17 1
Separated---e-m=w- 2 |13 41271 511
Never married=~=-= 3 4 2111 5 1
Personal care
All residents-~| 5 3 4 7 2 1
Marriedewe=wcmreen 2110 4 1 9 3
Widowedemwmmemmeam 5 3 21 71 1| &
Divorced==~-emaaeao 7 2110 3 8 1
Separated~==ce=mmm= 91 31 - - 271
Never married-~-=-- 7 5110 |14 2 1

1 . . . .
Chronic conditions and impairments
are as follows:

-~ Vascular lesions

-~ Diseases of heart
Arthritis and rheumatism
Advanced senility
Hearing impairments
Other mental disorders
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married (with rates of 303, 267, and 244). Dis~
eases of heart had the second highest rates for
married (263) and widowed (324) residents and
the third highest for divorced (208), separated
(202), or never married (190) residents,

The most obvious change in rates was for
"other" mental disorders, which ranked sixth
and ninth for the married and widowed and first
for the divorced, separated, or never married.
Rates per 1,000 residents for the married and
widowed were 176 and 134, and those for the
divorced, separated, or mnever married were
327, 300, and 288,

The change in rank order was apparent for
advanced senility—third highest for married
residents (223) and fourth highest for widowed
(246)., The rank order was lower for the other
marital groups-——eighth for the divorced (129),
ninth for the separated (116), and sixth for the
never married (159).

In ranking by type of facility, "other' mental
disorders ranked fairly low for married and
widowed residents, particularly in nursing care
homes. For the divorced, separated, or never
married this condition ranked highest or second
highest in all of the facilities (table D), Vascular
lesions ranked low for the divorced, separated,
or never married in personal care homes, but
higher for the married and widowed. For the
married and widowed residents in personal care
homes with nursing, vascular lesions ranked first
and third; for the divorced, separated, or never
married the rank was fifth, second, and third. In
nursing care homes, however, vascular lesions
ranked first for all marital status groups except
the separated (second). It would seem therefore
that residents with vascular lesions required the
more intensive care provided by nursing care
homes and that patients with "other' mental dis-
orders required less intensive care.

Living Arrangements Before Admission

There was little difference in rank order by
living arrangement groups for the two highest
ranked conditions, vascular lesions and diseases
of heart (table E), Whenliving arrangements were
combined into four groups, vascular lesions
ranked highest for all four groups. Diseases of
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heart ranked second for all of the groups except
hospitals or other places for which the rank was
third. This situation was generally true for these
two conditions when living arrangements were
expanded to 11 groups. For the other four con-

Table E. Rank order of selected chronic
conditions and impairments among resi~-
dents in nursing and personal care
homes, by living arrangements before
admission: United States, May-June 1964

Chronic conditions
and impairments!
Living arrangement
A|B|C|D|E |F
Rank order
Totalecmccmracaaa 11234 5 6
Combined group
Family or relatives-- |1 |24 3| 5| 6
Alone or with
nonrelatives~=-wva-- 112 |315) 4| 8
Boarding or nursing
home-=-r-u- memewewe= 1121413 51 6
Hospital or other
places=ercccmnccana- 1(3174] 5| 2
Expanded group
Spouse only=~ew-scaa= 1L{214(3] 6| 9
Children only---e---- L|12(4&413] 5111
Spouse and children~--}{1 |3 |5|2]10| 6
Other relatives-w-=~-= 1(3l4]5]| 6| 2
Alone or with
nonrelativese=m=wea= 1|2 (3|5 4| 8
Boarding home=-=mn==- 3|L|4|5] 2| 6
Nursing homes-=e-=e-- 112)4{3] 5] 6
Mental hospital-e---- 2151813 9 1
Long~term speciality
hospitalececmememcan 1141319 8/ 2
General or short-stay
hospital=ee~ccearean 1]2|613] 4| 8
Other place--~=-==r=- 211|417} 3| 8

lchronic conditions and impairments are
as follows:

Vascular lesions
Diseases of heart
Arthritis and rheumatism
Advanced senility

- Hearing impairments
Other mental disorders
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ditions shown in table E, there was greatdiversity
in rank order bythe 11 living arrangement groups.
This was especially true for "other' mental
disorders.

Table 8 shows that the rate for "other"
mental disorders was high among residents who
had come from a mental hospital (705), a long-
term hospital (342), or who had lived with other
relatives (263). However, this condition ranked
ninth among those who had lived with a spouse
and 1Ith among those who had lived with their
children.

Like the rate for "'other" mental disorders
the rate for advanced senility was high in rank
order for those from mental hospitals. Mental
hospitals probably released a high number of
residents with mental disorders and advanced
senility to nursing and personal care homes.
Residents with advanced senility can probably
be as well cared for in nursing and personal
care homes as in mental hospitals, and pre-
sumably the movement of residents to these
homes relieves some of the load on the services
of the mental hospitals. It should be noted that
the rate for advanced senility was fairly low
(ninth in order) for those residents who had
come from long-stay hospitals, but high (third
in order) for those who had come fromshort-stay
hospitals.

FREQUENCY OF VISITORS

Frequency of visitors is a variable which
has not been presented in any of the previous
reports describing data collected in RPS-2. As
a measure of isolation, item 7 of the Resident
Questionnaire (appendix III) was designed to de-
termine how often a resident was visited by
friends or relatives. It was recognized that this
form of question was not the only measure of
isolation which could have been -used. However,
the simplicity of the question was dictated by the
difficulty respondents would have had in answer-
ing a more involved question such as one con-
cerned not only with visits but with calls and
létters to residents.

Marital Status and Living Arrangements
Before Admission

The percent distributions of frequemncy of
visitors by marital status and living arrange-
ments indicated that neither had much influence
on frequency of visitors, except for the living
arrangement groups of mental hospitals and
"other' places. There were notable differences,
however, within each of the two variables.

Marvied and widowed vesidents weve visited
move often than those residents who were
divorced, sepavated, ov never mavvied,

Those who had previously lived in a vesidence

with spouse and/ov childven were visited

move often than vesidents from other living
arvangement groups.

About 85 percent of those married or widowed
were visited at least once amonth, and about 15
percent were visited less than once a month or
never. About 60 percent of those residents who
were divorced, separated, or never marriedwere
visited at least once a month, and about 40 per-
cent were visited less thanonceamonth or never.

Over 80 percent of the residents who had
lived with spouse and/or children or who had
come from a general or short-stay hospital were
visited at least once a month. Most of the per-
cents of residents by living arrangements of
those who were visited at least once a month
ranged from 57 to 92 percent (table F). The two
exceptions were residents who had come from
mental hospitals (40 percent) and those who had
come from "other" places (44 percent). Other-
wise, the range of percents by marital status of
those residents who were visited at least once a
month (from 58 to 86 percent) did not differ much
from the range of percents by living arrangements
(from 57 to 92 percent).

Age
It might be thought that the relationship be-

tween age and frequency of visitors would be
that as age increases, the frequency of visitors
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Table F., Number and percent

distribution of residents

in nursing and personal care

homes, by frequency of visitors according to marital status and living arrangements
before admission: United States, May-June 1964

Frequency of visitors
Number

Marital status and of. At Lgizetgan Less
living arrangement gzzt; Total |lleast |week but than Never
once a | at least once a | visited

week once a month

month

Marital status Percent distribution
All statuseS=~----mccmmmea= 554,000 100.0 58.1 19.4 13.0 9.5
Married---cecemomoc e 54,900 | 100.0 73.5 12,5 7.2 6.8
Widowed==-mmocccmcmmm e o 348,100 | 100.0 64.1 19.6 10.4 5.9
Divorced or separated---------~-= 28,200 | 100.0 39.4 18.3 24,2 18.1
Never married----ccrmrmcmeamcncax 122,700 100.0 38.5 22.0 20.3 19.2

Living arrangement

All arrangementS-e=m--e~=mn 554,000 | 100.0 58.1 19.4 13.0 9.5
Family or relatives--=--a---- 215,600 | 100.0 67.7 18.1 10.0 4,1
Spouse only==--eccrcnrnacnccacano 42,400 100.0 73.3 13.5 8.9 4.4
Children only-=--s=s-cacccnuanaus 108,600 | 100.0 75.8 16.2 6.4 1.6
Spouse and childrens-ee=cecece-n- 3,100 | 100.0 68.2 13.5 8.4 9.9
Other relatives-=ewcrecccmccancccna 61,400 100.0 49.5 24.8 17.4 8.2
Alone or with nonrelatives-~- | 164,300 | 100.0 52.6 22.0 15.2 10.2
Boarding or nursing home----- 71,800 | 100.0 54.9 17.4 14.9 12.8
Boarding home--+e-ececumcercnca—- 11,200 | 100.0 40.1 16.9 18.2 24,7
Nursing home--~=escmcecccrnanaan 60,600 | 100.0 57.7 17.5 14.3 10.5
Hospital or other place-=-=--- 102,300 | 100.0 48.8 19.2 4.4 17.7
Mental hospital---=-c---omcucuco- 27,100 | 100.0 22.0 17.8 24,8 35.4
Long-term speciality hospital--~- 5,800 100.0 50.1 14,2 17.2 18.5
General or short~stay hospital--- | 65,500 100.0 60.7 20.7 9.1 9.5
Other place~==m-m--mmemcmccmmaee 4,000 | 100.0 32.8 11.4 25.4 30.4

decreases. This situation might be based on the
assumption that the older a resident, the fewer
friends or relatives he has and the more he is
neglected or forgotten, However, the opposite
was true:

The older vesidents were visited moveofien.

As age increased, the percents of those visited
at least once a week increased, and thoseof resi-

dents visited less than once a month or never
decreased (fig. 5). The proportion of those visited
at least once a week increased from 43 to 63 per-
cent for the four age groups shown in figure 5.

The increase in frequency of visitors with
increasing age occurred in each of the three
types of facilities shown in table 9. It should be
noted that the increase with age for those visited
at least once a week was even greater in per-



sonal care homes (from 20 to 61 percent) than
in personal care homes with nursing (from 32 to
59 percent) or in nursing care homes (from 53
to 65 percent). Similarly, the decrease in per-
cents of those who were never visited as age
increased was greater in personal care homes
than in the other two types of homes. The mean
age of those visited at least once a week (78.4
years) and of those visited less than once a week
but at least once a month (77.5 years) was greater
than that of those visited less than once a month
(74.5 years) or of thosenever visited (71.9 years).
The mean ages of those visited at least once a
week and of those visited less than once a week
but at least once a month did not change much by
type of facility—about 78 and 77 years, respec-
tively. The mean ages of those visited less fre-
quently did vary, however, by type of home: the

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION
[¢] 25 50 75 100

Under 65
years

65-74
years

75-84
years

85 years
and over

Never visited

Less than once a week %
£

but at least once amonth

Figure 5. Percent distribution of residents in nurs-
ing and personal care homes, by frequency of visitors
according to age.

more "'sophisticated" the type of careinthehome,
the older the residents who were visitedlessthan
once a month or never. Note that themedian ages
shown in table 9 differed from the mean ages by
only 2 or 3 years in almost all cases, and the
same relationship between frequency of visitors
and age holds for the medians.

These unexpected higher percents of fre-
quency of visitors for the older residents might
be connected to other factors such as the num-
ber of conditions, which increases with age; to
mobility, which decreases with age (see refer-
ence 4); or to intensity of level of nursing care,
which increases with age (see reference 7).

Frequency of visitors to the older residents
might be expected to be related to living ar-
rangements prior to admission. Eighty-six per-
cent of the residents who had lived with friends
or relatives were visited at least once a month
compared with 75 percent of those who had lived
alone, 72 percent of those who had come from
boarding or nursing homes, and 68 percent of
those who had come from hospitals or "other™
places (table F). Therefore, if there were larger
proportions of residents who hadlived with family
or relatives in the older age groups, this would
explain to a large extent the more frequent visits
to the older residents. Actually, it is difficult
to draw this conclusion from the data on living
arrangements by age. The proportion of resi-
dents in each age group who had lived with family
or relatives did not change much—it was around
four out of every 10 residents (table G). To fur-
ther confound such a conclusion, the percents of
residents who had lived alone increased with
age up to age 85 years.

There appears to be a relationship between
marital status and frequency of visitors to older
residents. The frequency of visitors was high
for married and widowed residents (probably
because they had more family or relatives) and
low for divorced, separated, or never married
residents (table F). Married and widowed resi-
dents constituted a sizable proportion of resi-
dents in each age group, and this proportion
increased impressively for the widowed in each
succeedingly older age group (table G). The per-
cent of the divorced, separated, or never mar-
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Table G.
homes, by living arrangements before
United States, May-June 1964

Number and percent distribution of residents

in nursing and personal care

admission and marital status according to age:

Living arrangement and
marital status

A1l Under | 65-74 | 75-84 |83 years
ages years years years over

All residents—--=meecccacanracnaea=

Living arrangement

All arrangementSe=-=-me=mmema=ra-a-

Family or relatives-=m=cmaccsacancccnas-
Alone or with nonrelatives-es=cecrmeccccas=
Boarding or nursing home==cecesaceenvrnas
Hospital or other place---===-cnccncca-~

Marital status

All statuSeSe~e-re=cemamcmcmcaccnnc=

Marriede=mrecrramcmomcccrcccmcmrn e ———
Widowedmmrmmmacoemmmamnneranarannanasan-
Divorced or separated-=--ceam-mccccccon—n
Never marriedesm-vcmcmcacraccrrmcrccnammn=n

Number of residents

554,000 66,200 | 104,500 | 230,900 | 152,400

Percent distribution

100.0| 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
38.9 36.7 37.6 38.9 40.7
29.7 17.7 27.5 32.4 32.2
13.0 14,8 12.9 12.3 13.2
18.5 30.9 22,0 16.4 13.9

100.0) 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

9.9 11.9 13.4 10.2 6.2
62.8 22.9 53.7 68.7 77.6
5.1 16.3 8.4 2.7 1.6
22.2 48.9 24.5 18.4 14.6

ried in each age group decreased dramatically
(from 65 to 16 percent), and these residents
were visited less frequently than the married
or widowed.

Length of Stay

It could be expected that the longer a resi-
dent stays in a nursing or personal care home
the more likely he would be to lose contact with
friends or relatives and to have fewer visitors.
Data show that:

Fregquency of visitors decveased with length
of stay.

The relationship bettween length of stay and
frequency of visitors is shown in table 10. The
percent of total residents visited at least once
a week in each length of stay group decreased
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from 72 to 38 percent, There was a concomitant
increase in the percents of residents who were
visited less than once 2 month or never—from
14 percent of those who had been in a facility
less than 1 year to 40 percent of those who had
been there 5 years or more.

This relationship occurred in each of the
three types of homes with one small exception:
in personal care homes the decrease in the per-
cents of those visited at least once a week and
the increase in the percents of those visited less
than once a month or never visited were not en-
tirely consistent with each succeedingly longer
length of stay group (table 10).

Perhaps an even more important aspect we¢
that residents in homes providing more ""sophisti-
cated" types of care were visited more frequently,
By type of home the percents of those visited at
least once a week were 62 percent in nursing
care homes, 52 percent in personal care homes



with nursing, 43 percent in personal care homes.
This may be an indication of some difference in
quality of service which made visits to one type
of institution more appealing than visits to other
types. Also, it could be related to the distribu-
tion by marital status since 24 percent of resi-
dents in nursing care homes were divorced,
separated, or never married compared with 33
percent of residents in personal care homes
with nursing and 40 percent in personal care
homes (table 1), As shown earlier, divorced,
separated, or never married residents were
visited less frequently than the married or
widowed residents.

The median and mean lengths of stay shown
in table 10 further illustrate that frequency of
visitors declined with length of stay. Lengths
of stay were greater for those who were vigited
less than once a month or never than for those
who were visited more frequently, This relation-
ship holds for both medians and means. Note
that the mean lengths of stay were in some in-
stances as much as a year and a half longer than
the medians; this can be explained by the fact
that many residents had long lengths of stay
which made the means larger than the medians,

Table H.
homes, by number of chronic conditions
United States, May-June 1964

Number and percent distribution of residents
and impairments according to length of stay:

As it is conceivable that the sicker residents
may be visited more often, a resident's state of
health may have had something to do with the
frequency of visitors. If residents with shorter
lengths of stay were sicker than those with
longer lengths of stay, the relationship of de-
creasing frequency of visitors with length of
stay could be explained in part. The number of
chronic conditions and impairments a resident
has can be used as a general indicator of his
state of health. However, this does not help ex-
plain the relationship mentioned above because
table H shows that residents with shorter lengths
of stay did not have higher median numbers of
conditions. A previous report’ on RPS-2 data de-
scribed length of stay by selected chronic con-
ditions and impairments. It was found that resi-
dents with certain serious conditions had short
median lengths of stay in contrast with the
longer medians for residents with no reported
conditions or with certain minor conditions.
Therefore, the decrease in frequency of visitors
for those with longer lengths of stay may be ex-
plained in part by the more serious conditions
of residents with shorter lengths of stay.

in nursing and personal care

Number of chronic conditions
Number and impairments
Length of stay of
residents :
Total || None 1-2 3-4 54 Median
Percent distribution
All lengths of stay-===--- 554,000 100.0 3.7 40.0 36.3 20.0 3.3
Under 6 months-=-=cecccarmcnauaa 106,500 100.0 3.6 42,6 36.3 17.5 3.2
6-11 months=rmecrecercnncmncnn--" 77,700 100.0 2.5 40.7 41.6 15.2 3.3
1 to 2 years===wrrmmanccccncnaa 113,000 100.0 3.2 40.2 37.0 19.6 3.4
2 to 3 years=c-memcmncanmccanan 76,100 100.0 4.0 37.3 36.0 22.7 3.5
3 to 5 years=memmmcconamcccnna- 82,400 100.0 4.4 37.0 36.5 22,1 3.5
5 years or more===smmmcccmamn-oo 98,200 | 100.0 4,71 42,1 | 33.3| 19.9 3.2
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Table J,.

Number and percent distribution of residents

in nursing and personal care

homes, by marital status according to length of stay: United States, May-June 1964

Marital status

Length of stay

1 to 3
years

3tos
years

Under
1 year

5 yeatrs

Total oY more

All residentg====-crm=ca-- memecam—o -

All statuses--rememcmccccaccncmcarcmaa.

Marriedemr--cccuccnmmcranac et —————
Widowed-~==ceremmrernccnr e cecancnan—
Divorced or separatede--ememmecccacmncacnua
Never marrieds-ecrerercccamaamcenncanaaa

Number of residents

554,000 || 184,200 | 189,100 | 82,400 | 98,200

Percent distribution

100.0 100.0 1060.0 ] 100.0 100.0
9.9 14.3 9.3 5.9 6.2
62.8 63.3 65.8 63.7 55.4
5.1 5.7 5.1 4.4 4.6
22,2 16,7 19.8 26.0 33.8

Further, there may be some explanation
of the relationship of frequency of visitors to
length of stay. Table J shows that as length of
stay increased the percents of those who were
divorced, separated, or never married increased
from 22 percent of those who had been in a facil-
ity less than 1 year to 38 percent of those who
had been there 5 years or more, The decreasing
proportions of married or widowed residents
(who were visited more frequently) and the in-
creasing proportions of divorced, separated, or
never married residents (who were visited less
frequently) provide some insight into the re-
lationship between frequency of visitors and
length of stay.

As almost two-thirds of the nursing and per-
sonal care home population were female, most
of the visits to these facilities were to females.
In addition the survey revealed this fact:

Females were visited al a highev vate than
males.

Sixty-four percent of the females in nursing and
personal care homes were visited at least once
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a week compared with 48 percent of the males.
Thirty-three percent of the males were visited
less than once a month or never compared with
17 percent of the females. The explanation for
this is probably in marital status—40 percent
of all males were divorced, separated, or never
married (again, that least visited group) con-
trasted with 21 percent of all females (table 1),
The case cannot be made in a similar fashion for
living arrangements as percents of those resi-
dents who had lived with family or relatives (the
group more frequently visited than other living
arrangement groups) did not differ much by sex—
38 percent of the males and 40 percent of the
females (table 11). It would appear that the fe-
males' greater propensity for social acquaint-
ances would have to be explained by the data
on marital status,

Not only were females visited more often
than males, but the decrease in frequency of
visitors with length of stay was not as great for
females as for males—frequency of visitors by
the four length of stay groups decreased for
males from 64 to 23 percent contrasted with a



PERCENT DISTRIBUTION
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Figure 6. Percent distribution of residents in nurs-
ing and personal care homes, by frequency ofvisitors
according to sex and length of stay.

Table K. Number and percent distribution
of residents in nursing and personal
care homes, by sex according to length
of stay: United States, May-June 1964

Number
Length of Fe-
of stay resi- | Total || Male} o
dents
Percent
distribution

Total----[554,000] 100.0] 34.9| 65.1

Under 1 year~-}184,200| 100.0( 38.9| 61.1
1 to 3 years~-|189,100| 100.0f 33.6] 66.3
3 to 5 years-| 82,400| 100.0}| 32.0} 68.0
5+ years----~-| 98,200| 100.0| 32.6| 67.4

decrease for females from 76 to 46 percent
(fig. 6).

If the proportion of males in each type of
facility had declined to more insignificant por-
tions in the longer length of stay groups, there
might be some explanation for the large declinein
frequency of visitors to males with increased
length of stay. Actually, it is not easy to make
a case for this reasoning as the proportions of
males did not decrease much by length of stay,
especially after the first year (table K).

17



REFERENCES

National Center for Health Statistics: Origin, program,
and operation of the U.S. National Health Survey. Vital and
Health Statistics. PHS Pub. No. 1000-Series 1-No. 1. Public
Health Service. Washington. U.S. Government Printing Office,
Aug. 1963,

2National Center for Health Statistics: Employees in nurs-
ing and personal care homes, United States, May-June 1964.
Vital and Health Statistics. PHS Pub. No. 1000-Series 12-No.
5. Public Health Service. Washington. U.S. Government Print-
ing Office, Sept. 1966.

3National Center for Health Statistics: Employees in nurs-
ing and personal care homes: number, work experience, spe-
cial training, and wages, United States, May-June 1964. Vital
and Health Statistics. PHS Pub. No. 1000-Series 12-No. 6.
Public Health Service. Washington. U.S. Government Printing
Office, Jan. 1967.

4National Center for Health Statistics: Chronic illness
among residents of nursing and personal care homes, United
States, May-June 1964. Vital and Health Statistics. PHS Pub.

No. 1000-Series 12-No. 7. Public Health Service. Washington.
U.S. Government Printing Office, Mar. 1967.

SNational Center for Health Statistics: Prevalence of
chronic conditions and impairments among residents of nurs-
ing and personal care homes, -United States, May-June 1964.
Vital and Health Statistics. PHS Pub. No. 1000-Series 12-No.
8. Public Health Service. Washington. U.S. Government Print-
ing Office, July 1967.

BNational Center of Health Statistics: Charges forcare in
institutions for the aged and chronically ill, Uni'ted ‘States,
May-June 1964. Vital and Health Statistics. PHS Pub. No.
1000-Series 12-No. 9. Public Health Bervice. Washington.
U.S. Government Printing Office, Aug. 1967,

7National Center for Health ‘Statistics: Nursing and per-
sonal care services received by residents of nursing and per-
sonal care homes, United States, May-June 1964. Viial and
Health Statistics. PHS Pub. No.1000-Series 12-No. 10. Public
Health Service. Washington. U.S. Government Printing Office,
Sept. 1968.

8Nat,ional Center for Health'Statistics: Use of special aids
in homes forthe aged and chronically ill, United ‘States, May-
June 1964. Vital and Health Statistics. PHS Pub. No. 1000-
Beries 12-No. 11! Public Health Service. Washington. U.S.
Government Printing Office, Dec. 1968.

INational Center for Health Statistics. Development and
maintenance'of a national inventory of hospitals and institu-
tions. Vital and Health Statistics: PHS Pub. No. 1000-Series
1-No. 8. Public Health Service. Washington. U.S. Government
Printing Office, Feb. 1965.

10world Health Organization: Manual of -the. International
Statistical Classification of -Diseases, Injuries, and Causes
of Death; Based on the Recommendations of the Seventh Re-
vision Conference, 1955. Geneva, Switzerland, 1957.

UNational Center for Health Statistics: Medscal Coding
Manual and the. Short Index. NHS-HIS-1000. Public Health
Service. Washington, D.C., July 1964.

000

18



Table

1.

10.

11.

DETAILED TABLES

Number and percent distribution of residents in nursing and personal care homes
and in the general population, by marital status according to age and sex: United
States, May-June 1964 == - oo e e e

Number and percent distribution of residents in nursing and personal care homes,
by primary type of service according to sex and living arrangements before ad-
mission: United States, May-June 1964=—ww—— e oo

Number and percent distribution of residents in nursing and personal care homes,
by type of care received at admission according to primary type of service and
marital status: United States, May-June 1964--—wce oo oo e

Number and percent distribution of residents in nursing and personal care homes,
by type of care received at admission according to primary type of service, living
arrangements before admission, and sex: United States, May-June 1964-----c--c-ueo

Number and percent distribution of residents in nursing and personal care homes,
by number of chronic conditions and impairments according to primary type of
service and marital status: United States, May-June 1964--==-m—-commcmmcmmmeeem

Number and percent distribution of residents in nursing and personal care homes,
by number of chronic conditions and impairments according to primary type of
service and living arrangements before admission: United States, May-June 1964--

Number of residents and rate per 1,000 residents in nursing and personal care
homes with selected chronic conditions and impairments by marital status: United
States, May~June 1964-—-- -~ oo mmm o -

Number of residents and rate per 1,000 residents in nursing and personal care
homes with selected conditions and impairments,by living arrangements before ad-
mission: United States, May-June 1964=—wmeommmmm oo oo e e

Number and percent distribution of residents in nursing and personal care homes,
by frequency of visitors according to age and primary type of service: United
States, May-June L1964-—ecmo oo m o e e e

Number and percent distribution of residents in nursing and personal care homes,
by frequency of visitors according to length of stay and primary type of service:
United States, May-June 1964--c-mmcom oo m oo e e e

Number and percent distribution of residents in nursing and personal care homes,
by living arrangements before admission according to age and sex: United States,
May-June 1964w om e oo o e e o

Page

21

22

23

24

26

27

28

29

31

32

33

19



Table 1. Number and percent distribution of residents

in nursing and personal care homes

population, by marital status according to age and sex: United States, May-June 1964

and in the general

Under
< All 65-74 | 75 years 75-84 | 85 years .
Marital status and sex ages ygzrs years and over years and over Median
NURSING AND PERSONAL CARE HOMES
All marital statuses Number of residents
Both SeXeS-=reemmcrmmm e cn e m e 554,000 | 66,200 [104,500 | 383,300 {| 230,900} 152,400 79.8
Malee———cecmm e m e e 193,800 36,200 | 40,400 117,200 74,100 43,100 78.3
Female--—cemmccm e m e e e e - 360,200 30,000 | 64,000 | 266,200 1 156,8001{ 109,300 80.5
Both sexes Percent distribution
All statuseSe-—m-m=meccmcemcremnmeecmcomo=- 100.0 100.0} 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 79.8
Marriede=e=-cecrmmet oo amm o amet o mmmm e e m— e m e 9.9 11.9 13.4 8.6 10.2 6.2 77.1
Widowed-r=mvromoorremmaecananx 62.8 22.9 53.7 72.2 68.7 77.6 81,5
Divorced or separated 5.1 16.3 8.4 2.3 2.7 1. 68.8
Never married 22,2 48.9 24,5 16.9 18.4 14.6 76.6
Male
All statuseSe—cec—mccimcccmmmnmmnmccm e 100.0 100.0 ] 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 78.3
Marriedec—cocmmamemorcm e m e m e a e 16.1 11.8 18.2 16.7 18.2 14,0 78.1
Widowedemmeeonmoncmecmccnnancana 44.5 12.2 36.0 57.4 52.1 66.6 81.1
Divorced or separated 9.5 20.6 12.6 4.9 5.6 3.7 68.7
Never marriedec-vereccmucuausnucencmcmaccancrane 30.0 55.5 33.2 21.0 24.0 15.7 74,1
Female
All statuseSe-==mmaseccsncmcacnmacmannn——— 100.0 100.0 | 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 80.5
6.6 12,1 10.4 5.1 6.4 3.2 75.2
72.7 35.8 64,9 78.7 76.5 81.9 81.6
Divorced or separated 2.7 1.1 5.7 i. 1. 0.8 69.0
Never married 18.0 40.9 19.0 15.1 15.8 14,2 78.4
Marital status and sex yegg!s:a:{ﬂdlﬁver 14~64 years 65-74 years Zuidysi‘gi
GENERAL POPULATION
All marital statuses Number of residents
Both SENES==memcmw—ccmc e rac i nee e man 133,721,000 115,974,000 11,372,000 6,376,000
Mal@mmemccc o m e m e a e e e e a e e n e e 64,218,000 56,405,000 5,141,000 2,673,000
Female~=w—m- - R e L e P T P T 69,503,000 59,569,000 6,231,000 3,703,000
Both sexes Percent distribution
All statusgese-e-c-nccacmmacnenane= -—- 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
64.3 66.3 59.7 35.4
8.0 3.4 29.2 54.2
Divorced or separated--=-w=vceemcccccaacn—cocanaa 4.5 4.7 4.1 2.5
Never married - 23.3 25.7 7.0 7.9
Male
All statuSeS=eeweseccmrecccmcaccaanmcaa——— 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Marriede-meccmmmcrcmmcmmmmc e e 66.6 66,1 76.8 57.0
Widowedwmmeen cmcu et nc it e — i m e e 3.3 1.1 12.1 32.4
Divorced or separated ———— 3.7 3.6 ] 4,8 3.6
Never married-ewemcecomc e cm e ccccecee e 26.4 29.2 6.3 7.1
Female
All statuses - ———— 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Marriede=renemm e oo e e e 62,1 66.5 45,6 19.7
Widowedm=mmccmmcnmmcmncm e e cc e c e e e 12.3 5. 43.3 70.0
Divorced or separated---=-- - 5.3 5.6 3.6 1.8
Never marriedmec-cemucmmm e e 20.3 22.4 7.6 8.6

21



Table 2. Number and percent distribution

of residents in nursing and personal care homes, by

primary type of service accordingto sex and living arrangements before admission: United States,

May-June 1964

Primary type of service

.y Number
Sex and living arrangement resggents All Nursing z:::oéiéh Personal
types care nursing care
Both sexes Percent distribution
All arrangementS------s-c--romacocrooeno 554,000 100.0 67.4 26,2 6.4
Spouse Only==-cc-=mmecemcmnen i a e 42,400 100.0 72.0 24,2 3.9
Children only-e=+=-mececemacccammccrnncar e c——a - 108,600 100.0 74,7 20.6 4,6
Spouse and children-sceeeacecaccrcmcacmanccnnan 3,100 100.0 63.1 31.7 5.3
Other relatives~~ssceccacronamccnmnnonanuanacs 61,400 100.0 62,8 29.3 7.9
Alone or with nonrelatives~-~m===ccem=nanee—n-~ 164,300 | 100.0 59,6 33.5 . 6.9
Boarding home---mecccccrmccmnem e re e e 11,200 100.0 57.4 29,7 12.9
Nursing homeee--ccmcaccccaccncccmnaccene e cans 60,600 100.0 69.1 24,0 7.0
Mental hospital--mmrecmmmmmmnccrcc e 27,100 100.0 49.5 35.6 4.9
Long-term specialty hospital-~me-cccecmacoracas 5,880 100.0 77.1 17.4 5.5
General or short-stay hospital~----cecccccaoao 65,500 100.0 83.4 13.6 3.0
Other place~----=-m-mmmm-eomeemcmmecccem—m—= 4,000 | 100.0 60.7 34.0 5.3
Male
All arrangementS~-=-=cwemmccmmmcmancooan 193,800 100.0 65.9 26,6 7.5
Spouse Only~==ce—romcema e 21,300 100.0 71.3 24.9 3.8
Children only--=--crermmcmomc e e 28,700 100.0 72,5 22,6 4,9
Spouse and children---=-eemmce oo mcccmeeeeo 1,500 100.0 59,7 33.3 7.0
Other relativeS--me=rcsemmrmocmmc oo 21,400 100.0 62,5 28.2 9.3
Alone or with nonrelatives~-c---c-mcoeomaonmno 52,200 100.0 62.9 28.9 8.2
Boarding home---m-meccammc e 6,200 100.0 50.4 36.5 13.1
Nursing home--e-mrmeme e mmm e 20,200 100.0 64,2 28.2 7.6
Mental hospital-=-c-remcecrecacacmnmcrcnncnaan 12,800 100.0 43,8 38,7 17.5
Long-term specialty hospital---recmeau- amme——- 2,600 100.0 70.2 19,2 10.7
General or short-stay hospital---eecemcacamea- 25,100 100.0 79.4 16.6 4,1
Other placee-=mmremnesmesccmmmeamencescmarema- 1,900 | 100.0 61.3 33.3 5.4
Female

All arrangements-e---c=ca-cscwmaa amm——— 360,200 100.0 68.2 26.0 5.8
Spouse Onlyer-eecmr-cecsceccmcccmnaccceceacne——— 21,200 100.0 72.6 23,5 3.9
Children only--=--ccmercmmrcmmcccanncennccenne 80,000 100.0 75.5 19.9 4,6
Spouse and children-e-vemmemaccacrmarecnccanaa 1,600 100.0 66.3 30.1 3.6
Other relatives-----=wemcrrcccacomcmccmnacaaan 40,000 100.0 63.0 29,9 7.2
Alone or with nonrelatives--e-=w=mmemecncacnan 112,100 100.0 58.1 35.6 6.3
Boarding home=e=mee=cccmmm o e e e 5,000 100.0 66,2 21,1 12.7
Nursing home~----~==remmmm oo meee o 40,400 100.0 71.5 21.8 6.6
Mental hospitale-m--s-ccmmme e 14,300 100.0 54.6 32,8 12,7
Long-term specialty hospital--~--=mecmcucaaan- 3,200 100.0 82.7 15.9 1.4
General or short-stay hospital---~-----ceoue-- 40,400 100.0 85.9 1.8 2.3
Other place-rm=-meccrmcmemmmema e amecmceaaa 2,100 100.0 60.2 34,7 5.1
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Table 3,
United States, May-June 1964

Number and percent distribution of residents

in nursing and personal care
type of care received at admission according to primary type of service and marital status:

homes, by

Type of care received

Number
Primary type of service and marital status of
residents Al Primarily | Primarily | ROO® and
types nursing | personal gnly
All homes Percent distribution
All statuseS~=seweeocmmcercemrnnne—— 554,000 100.0 58.2 17.6 24,2
Marriedee-scmcocmmm e 54,900 100.0 69.8 13.4 16.8
Widowed--=cecracus et 348,100 100.0 60.1 16,9 23,0
Divorced—=w-mmvean e 19,500 100.0 52.3 26,2 21.5
Separatede=-=crmreecc e -—- 8,700 100.0 51.5 18.2 30.3
Never married--—ecemeocmm o e 122,700 100.0 49,1 20. 30.7
Nursing care
All statuses-=--—c-mcecmmmmecmccmecn 373,300 100.0 74.5 14,4 11.1
Married-~s-mrmesem e e en 40,300 100.0 81.9 11.0 7.1
Widowed=msommme o e 243,900 100,0 75.2 14.6 10.2
Divorced-cememmammmnmm e c e mc e 12,100 100.0 70.7 18.1 11.2
Separatede-emrmmermcmmm e 5,800 100.0 63.7 17.3 19.0
Never marriede~cc-re—mcmmmo oo 71,100 100.0 69.3 14,9 15.7
Personal care with nursing
All statuses-c-~-meccmmmaccmcomecaao 145,400 100.0 28.6 22,6 48.9
Marriede-e-reeccmmomm e e cm e r e 12,500 100.0 41.4 16.8 41.9
Widowed-smcmem o m o e 85,200 100.0 28.5 20.7 50.8
Divorced~~=ce=an S el ltatats 5,100 100.0 29.7 34.5 35.9
Separated--=m=rremecrmeca e cn e m e —————— 2,200 100.0 29,1 18.3 52.7
Never married-cemeeercocmmecccacaccccnccann 40,400 100.0 24,7 27.0 48.4
Personal care

All statuseswe===mwac- L LT 35,300 100.0 7.7 31.4 60.9
Marriedececemacmcacmcnmncccaraccncnnacncna 2,100 100.0 7.5 38.5 54,0
Widowedemamecnorcacamoncmararcecceraac e 18,900 100.0 7.1 29.6 63.2
Divorced=wemremmmmucm e cance e ccn e e 2,300 100.0 4,9 50.8 44 4
Separated---=s=ccmemmmaccmnnccn e ———— 600 100.0 17.6 26.2 56.2
Never marriedem--mmmccecmmmmcncmcemamncan=- 11,300 100.0 8.8 29,2 62.0
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Table 4.

Number and percent distribution of residents in nursing and personal

care homes, by type of

care received at admission according to primary type of service, living arrangements before ad-
mission, and sex: United States, May-June 1964
Both sexes
Type of care received

Primary type of service and living arrangement Number

of Roo d
residents All Primarily | Primarily b?aig
types nursing | personal only
All homes Percent distribution
All arrangementS----=---=-===—-mm—m—————— 554,000 100.0 58.2 17.6 24,2
Spouse Only-=--=-==—-m-—mee e m e — e mom oo 42,400 100.0 63.2 13.3 23.5
Children only--=---roc-mmmcm e mmme e e e e 108,600 100.0 62.2 18.6 19.2
Spouse and children---------=--mrmocmcmmcncae—— 3,100 100.0 58.4 23.3 18.3
Other relatives-——=-=r—mccmmm e e crm e 61,400 100.0 49.5 20.3 30.2
Alone or with nonrelatives----------crecuo—noa- ] 164,300 100.0 46.0 17.2 36.7
Boarding home=----=-=mr=-m-ccmer e e oo mm o 11,200 100.0 48,7 12,9 | 38.4
Nursing home-----==----- 60,600 100.0 65.0 19.1 15.9
Mental hospital 27,100 100.0 49.5 32.1 18.4
Long-term specialty hospital------- 5,800 100.0 79.0 13.1 7.8
General or short-stay hospital 65,500 100.0 35.0 10.5 4.5
Other place-w-===m--mmmm e — e —— mm e 4,000 100.0 42,9 21.8 35.3
Nursing care |
All arrangement§--e=====-m-=mmcm=mmmommom= I 373,300 100.0 74.5 | 14.4 11.1
Spouse only=--=--cmce s ] 30,500 100.0 76,2 12.6 11.2
Children only----=-cemcmmmmm e e c e mmm e 81,200 100.0 74.4 17.5 8.1
Spouse and children-—--—--w=---c-rmcmmu— e ! 2,000 100.0 66.4 | 17.7 15.8
Other relatives-------me-memcme e e oo 38,600 100.0 67.2 18,2 14.5
Alone or with nonrelatives—-—---=c--mmcecccomann 97,900 108.0 65.7 14.5 19.8
Boarding home=------rm-ccmm e e e mm e 6,400 100.0 63.7 15.0 21.2
Nursing home-~--- 41,800 100.0 81.9 13.9 4.2
Mental hospital------neun-- 13,400 100.0 68.8 18.0 13,1
Long-term specialty hospital 4,500 100.0 || 87.6 | 7.9 4.5 ]
General or short-stay hospital | 54,600 100.0 91.0 7.9 1.1
Other place---=-=--ccmmrecmmm e ccccmm e oo 2,400 100.0 68.5 . 10.7 20.8
Personal care with nursing
All arrangements---=--e---emme—m——cmmoo— e 145,400 100.0 28.6 22.6 48.9
Spouse only---~---r=-smm e e e m o m o - 10,300 100.0 | 33.6 10.2 56.2
Children only----=--==c-rc=nrm-x B e L e L 22,400 100.0 29.9 20.4 49,7
Spouse and children------=-c-commmecmocmcn e 1,000 100.0 52.2 26.5 21.2
Other relatives----------—m=cmmom—e e e o —o oo ! 18,000 100.0 24,0 25.8 50,2
Alone or with nonrelatives-------s=c-ccrmecmwan- 55,000 100.0 19.7 20.9 59.4
Boarding home=--=-==--cecmeemmre e 3,300 100.0 || 37.8 7.6 54.7
Nursing home---------memm e e e 14,500 100.0 | 32.3 25.6 42.1
Mental hospital-----crmmcm oo 9,600 106.0 39.0 38.2 22.8
Long-term specialty hospital-- : f 1,000 100.0 66.0 24,1 9.9
General or short-stay hospital-- ! 8,900 100.0 59.3 26.2 14.5
Other place---=---=-rm-c--cmem oo e e e ] 1,300 100.0 3.7 40.9 55.3
Personal care

All arrangements--=-------==--——--—moe—-oo ] 35,300 100.0 7.7 31l.4 60.9
Spouse only-------smme e e 1,600 100.0 6.5 45.1 48,4
Children only--------=cscomwmmomomox —————————n 5,100 100.0 8.5 29.0 " 62.5
Spouse and children----~--==w---- e 200 100.0 | - 69.9 30.1
Other relatives-=---reecmcmc e . 4,900 100.0 2.4 16.2 81L.3
Alone or with nonrelatives-——-—-===c--coec-- — 11,400 100.0 3.8, 23.1 73.1
Boarding home----====-r-c=emm e e 1,500 100.0 7.2 15.3 77.5
Nursing home--=====---=-cecscmmmmomemme oo 4,200 100.0 10.0 48.4 41.6
Mental hospital--=--------cccmmrmmmmm e 4,000 100.0 10.6 | 64.1 25.3
Long-term specialty hospital----———=—wm—-——--— 300 100.0 - 51.7 ¢ 48.3
General or short-stay hospital-=----—-—mecu-w-- 2,000 100.0 34.6 13.0 | 52,5
Other place-----—====-mccmrom e — e m o 200 100.0 - 26.4 73.6
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Table 4, Number and percent distribution of residents in nursing and personal care homes, by type of
care received at admission according to primary type of service,

living arrangements before ad-

mission, and sex: United States, May-June 1964—Con.
Male Ferale
Type of care received Type of care received
Number Number
of I of
residents | A1l Primarily | Primarily | B0OW 2nd | rogidenes | ALl Primarily | Primarily | R0oU and
types nursing | personal onl types nursing | personal °
nly only
Percent distribution Percent distribution
193,800 | 100.0 56.3 19.9 23.8 360,200 100.0 59.2 16.4 24,4
21,300 | 100.0 63.9 14.5 21.6 21,200 | 100.0 62.5 12,1 25,4
28,700 | 100.0 60.0 20.7 19.2 80,000 | 100.0 63.0 17.9 19.2
1,500 100.0 63.0 13.6 23.4 1,600 | 100.0 54.1 32,5 13.4
21,400 | 100.0 45,9 20.3 33.7 40,000 100.0 51.3 20.3 28.4
52,200 | 100.0 47.7 19.4 32.9 112,100] 100.0 45,3 16.2 38.5
6,200 { 100.0 39.6 13.3 47.0 5,000} 100.0 60.0 12,3 27.7
20,200 | 100.0 58.0 22,7 19.3 40,400} 100.0 68.5 17.3 14,2
12,800 | 100.0 43.0 38.0 19.0 14,300{ 100.0 55.3 26.8 17.9
2,600 | 100.0 66.5 25.4 8.2 3,200 100.0 89.2 3.3 7.5
25,100 | 100.0 81.3 13.3 5.4 40,400 | 100.0 87.3 8.8 3.9
1,900 | 100.0 42,9 29.1 28.0 2,100 | 100.0 42,8 15.2 42,0
127,600 | 100.0 73.0 15.3 11.7 245,700 | 100.0 75.3 14.0 10.8
15,200 | 100.0 78.6 13.0 8.3 15,400 100.0 73.8 12,2 14.0
20,800 | 100.0 71.4 21.1 7.5 60,400 { 100.0 75.5 16.3 8.3
900 | 100.0 72.0 5.5 22,5 1,000 100.0 61.6 28.2 10.1
13,400 | 100.0 64.3 17.9 17.8 25,200 | 100.0 68.8 18.5 12.8
32,800 | 100.0 64,3 14,1 21.6 65,100 { 100.0 66.4 14,6 18.9
3,100 | 100.0 59.4 14.9 25.8 3,3001 100.0 67.8 15.2 16.9
12,900 | 100.0 78.6 16.8 4.6 28,900 | 100.0 83.4 12.7 4.0
5,600 | 100.0 67.2 23.5 9.3 77,8001 100.0 70.0 14,1 15.9
1,800} 100.0 83.5 13.6 2.8 2,600} 100.0 90.4 4.0 5.6
19,900 100.0 90.1 8.4 1.5 34,7001 100.0 91.5 7.6 0.9
1,200 | 100,0 70.0 13.1 16.9 1,200| 100.0 67.2 8.5 24,4
51,600| 100.0 28.6 27.2 44,2 93,800 100.0 28.6 20.0 51.4
5,3001 100.0 31.4 12.3 56.3 5,000 100.0 35.9 8.0 56.0
6,500} 100.0 34.1 17.8 48,1 15,900 100.0 28,2 21.4 50.4
500] 100.0 60.0 19.6 20.4 500( 100.0 44,0 33.9 22.1
6,000] 100.0 20.3 29.9 49,9 12,000{ 100.0 25.9 23.8 50.3
15,100 100.0 24,6 28,2 47.2 39,900| 100.0 17.9 18.2 63.9
2,300 100.0 26.6 11.1 62.3 1,100| 100.0 61.8 - 38.2
5,700 100.0 24,0 27.0 48.9 8,8001 100,0 37.6 24,6 37.7
4,900 100.0 28.5 43,3 28,2 4.,7001 10G.0 50,1 32,7 17.2
500] 100.0 40,9 49,0 I10.1 5001 100.0 90.4 - 9.6
4,2001 100.0 49.5 36.4 14,1 4,800 100.0 67.9 17.4 14.8
600 | 100.0 - 63.2 36.8 700f 100.0 7.0 21.3 71.7
14,600] 100.0 7.9 34.4 57.7 20,700} 100.0 7.6 29.2 63.2
800| 100.0 - 56,1 43,9 800| 100.0 12,7 34.6 52,7
1,400} 100.0 11.4 29.4 59,2 3,600 100.0 7.4 28.8 63.8
100{ 100.0 - 53.8 46,2 100| 100.0 - 100.0 -
2,000| 100.0 - 8.3 91.7 2,900 100.0 4.1 21.8 74.2
4,300 100.0 2.5 28.7 68.8 7,100| 100.0 4.6 19.8 75.6
800 | 100.0 - 13.8 86.2 600| 100.0 16.3 17.3 66.4
1,5001 100.0 10.1 56.4 33.5 2,700} 100.0 10.0 43,7 46,3
2,200 100.0 14.3 62.8 22.9 1,800 100.0 6.1 65.8 28,2
300 100.0 - 60.0 40.0 100} 100.0 - - 100,0
1,000 100.0 39.5 14.3 46.1 90Q} 100.0 29.2 11.5 59.3
100| 100.0 - - 100.0 100( 1lo00.0 - 52,4 47.6
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Table 5. Number and percent distribution of residents in nursing and personal care homes, by

number of chronic conditions and

status: United States, May-June 1964

impairments according to primary type

of service and marital

Number of chronic conditions and impairments

Primary type of service Nug?er
and marital status :
residents Totaljl None i 2 3 5+ Median
All homes Percent distribution
All statusese---=-ee-~ 554,000] 100.0 3.7] 17.0] 23,0 21.4 20.0 3.3
Married-ece-ccccommmencanaa- 54,900} 100.0 1.8) 14.54{ 23,6 20.7 22,1 3.3
Widowed-crmocmcoraammrcnnnan 348,100 100,0 3.8{ 15,2 21,9 | 22.5 21.6 3.4
Divorced--==c-—mcmccmacamuon 19,500 100.0 2,94 19.3| 26,0 17.3 20.2 3.1
Separated~e=me—rmmcacncaoo 8,700] 100.0 4,1) 22,11 24,0 | 18.4 16.3 3.0
Never married---~~-oc-cea-—n 122,700 100.0 4.,3) 22,6 25.2] 19.6 14.8 2.9
Nursing care
All statuses—---=------ 373,300] 100.0 1.8] 12,9 21.4| 23.0 24,4 3.6
Married----------cccmcmcnen 40,300| 100.0 0.5] 12,1 22.7| 21.5 25,2 3.7
Widowed-----ccmmmccmmccma e 243,900] 100.0 1.9 11.8| 20,71 23.5 25,6 3.7
Divorced~=r=m-wmmmeme o 12,100} 100.0 0.8 13.7 23.3| 19.8 26.1 3.6
Separatede~=rme-ecmcrceacaaa 5,8001 100.0 2,6 17.3]| 19.7 | 23.0 19.9 3.5
Never married---=weccemvncca- 71,100} 100.0 2,1 16.51 23.1 1 22,5 20.3 3.4
Personal care '
with nursing
All statuses-----=~----~ 145,400} 100.0 7.1} 23,1 26.11 19.2 11.9 2,8
Married-----ccemmnmcmccanaa 12,500 100.0 4,81 18.4 | 24,7 19.3 15.8 3.1
Widowed-c=r=mmmmracamncacaaa 85,200] 100.0 7.2| 2L.3} 25,11 21.0 13.2 2,9
Divorcede=-=ce-cencnacaacnnn 5,100| 100.0 5.0 25.2| 31.8: 14.0 12,1 2,6
Separated--m-mececmaccmmnaa-a 2,200] 100.0 9,1} 36.0/ 30,0 7.0 9.1 2,2
Never married=-c=mwaa-- ————— 40,400) 100.0 8.0 27.3| 27.7 ] 16.7 8.0 2,5
Personal care
All statuseSem-=cscam- 35,300] 100.0 9.4 36,1 26.8( 14.2 6.3 2.2
Married-cecmmro—ccncmncman—an 2,100] 100.0 9.3| 37.9| 35.6} 12,2 - 2.1
Widowed=recmmocmrmmmccmccaao 18,9001 100.0( 12,2} 31.6( 24,1 16.1 7.9 2,3
Divorced==emmeccnummcmannas- 2,300] 100.0 9.3| 35.7| 27.2) 11.4 7.0 2.2
Separatede=m-eerencaccccann= 6001 100.0 -| 17.4| 41.7] 16.2 8.6 2.8
Never married~-~csmmecrecennoa 11,300] 100.0 5.4 44.6| 28.6| 12.0 4.6 2,0
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Table 6. Number and perxcent distribution of residents in nursing and personal care homes, by number of
chronic conditions and impairments according to primaxry type of service and living arrangements before
admission: United States, May~June 1964

Number Number of chronic conditions and impairments

Prim?ry type of service of

and living arrangement :

8 & residents| pora1 || Nome | 1 2 3 4 5+ Median
All homes Percent distxibution

All arrangementS---=-s==c~=c- 554,000{ 100.0 3.7[17.0} 23.0{ 21.4] 14.9] 20.0}] 3.1 3.3
Spouse only----cewmeccrmcccononaaa- 42,4001 100.0 2,71 13.11] 23,0| 20.1( 18.8) 22.3 3.3 3.6
Children only~---cc---ccucencano-- 108,600} 100.0 3.3| 14.7] 21.9} 23.1| 15.6] 21.5| 3.2 3.4
Spouse and children----=vcecaccaaca- 3,100} 100.0 4,9113.31 24.6 21,1} 15.0f 2L.1| 3.0 3.3
Other relativeS-—-m=mwmw—ccar—auaa- 61,400} 100.0 2.9117.91 26,1 21,0 15.8| 16.4| 3.0 3.2
Alone or with nonrelatives--e-=--- 164,300| 100.0 6.8 19.3]23.1| 20.4| 13.2| 17.2| 2.8 3.0
Boarding home--=--mmccacccmcarcaao 11,200 100.0 3.6 16.1] 21.8| 22.1| 14.3} 22,2 | 3.1 3.4
Nursing home=w-c-cc-comccncccamaa- 60,600] 100.0 1.9 16.1| 21.9| 22.8| 14.4( 23.0| 3.3 3.4
Mental hospital---===meacwemmaa—un 27,100] 100.0 || 1.3} 27.1| 28.9| 19.0| 11.9| 11.7| 2.6 2.7
Long-term specialty hospitale-==-=- 5,800} 100.0 -1 15.1}17.1 24,1 18.2| 25.5| 3.5 3.7
General or short-stay hospital--~- 65,500] 100.0 0.9] 13.8 20.6| 22,3 16,1 26.3| 3.5 3.7
Other place-=--sccemmcacrcrmcaaccnn 4,000) 100.0 3.8 22.9} 26.5) 17.9| 11.0| 17.9| 3.1 2.9

Nursing care .

All arrangementS=--—=-om—=e=- 373,300 100.0 1.8 12.9 ] 21.4( 23.0| 16.5| 24.4 | 3.4 3.6
Spouse Only==e=mecmmecscmemcacanan= 30,500] 100.0 1.3/ 11.2721.3| 20.7( 19.0} 26.5| 3.5 3.8
Children only-se=-=s=cacacaccannans 81,200] 100.0 1.7} 11.9| 21.1 | 24.3| 16.2| 24.9 3.5 3.6
Spouse and children---«-cessacaaea 2,000| 100.0 2.8 12.8) 22.9| 20.4( 13.2¢ 27.9 ] 3.3 3.6
Other relativess==m--aceneccccaccaa 38,600 100.0 1.5 13.7| 24.4| 20.6{ 18.3| 21.6 | 3.3 3.5
Alone or with nonrelatives===ee-=- 97,900 100.0 3.3715.1| 21.7| 23.5] 14.9| 21.5] 3.2 3.4
Boarding homes----=-ecmccaccaanaaao 6,400 100.0 1.5(12.5| 16,6} 21.8 19.3| 28.3| 3.6 3.9
Nursing home----ceo-comemcnacaaaa 41,800| 100.0 1.2110.2| 20.9{ 24.7| 15.7| 27.3| 3.6 3.7
Mental hospital-s=meemcccaamanana- 13,400} 100.0 1.2 15.6| 27.4 20.1| 18.2) 17.6 | 3.1 3.3
Long~term specialty hospitale--e=«=- 4,500| 100.0 -1 7.8|16.6 26.8 21.4| 27.3| 3.7 4,0
General or short-stay hospitale--- 54,600 100.0 0.5} 12.6| 18,9 22,9 16.8} 28.5| 3.6 3.8
Other place--=-cccoccnmcmccanaao 2,400 100.0 2,11 12,3 31.7| 4.4 14,1 25.4 | 3.7 3.3

Personal care with nursing

All arrangementsS--=—-=e-=aa- 145,400] 100.0 7.1( 23.1 26.1| 19.2) 12.6 11.9| 2.5 2.8
Spouse Only---wemeacecccacanuanx 10,300] 100.0 6.6 15.7] 24.7} 20.4| 20,4 12,2 | 2.8 3.1
Children only 22,400} 100.0 6.3 21.9( 24,4 19.5| 14,9| 12.9| 2.7 3.9
Spouse and children 1,000} 100.0 || 10,0 10.6| 27.1| 26.1| 21.0| 5.1| 2.5 3.1
Other relativeg--=eememamaneccaacan 18,000} 100.0 4,5 22,41 29,0| 23.0( 13.5| 7.7| 2.5 2.8
Alone or with nonrelatives-------- 55,000| 100.0 {| 11,4 23.7] 25,0 17.0| 11.4| 11.5| 2.4 2,6
Boarding home~-e-ceccccmmccocncano 3,300} 100.0 6.1 18.2| 30.4) 20.9| 6.1| 18.3| 2.7 2.8
Nursing home----cecocmmmmamomaaa- 14,500f 100.0 2.8129.4} 23,0 19.2| 10,9 14.7 | 2.6 2.8
Mental hospital--sw-cccccccanacaaa 9,600 100.0 2.0| 30.0( 33.6 19.8| 7.7| 6.8]| 2.3 2.5
Long-term specialty hospital~w--=~- 1,000 100.0 -| 24,51 24,9 15.2| 9.7| 25.7 | 3.1 3.0
General or short-stay hospitale--- 8,900] 100.0 2.9 15.5] 29.1| 21.0( 13,7( 17.9 | 3.0 3.1
Other place---ermemacccrmcacmanana- 1,300) 100.0 3.7) 37.6| 21.4| 22,9 7.1 7.3 2,2 2.4

Personal care

All arrangementS-=scc=ac-aa- 35,300] 100.0 9.4} 36.1) 26.8) 14.2| 7.1 6.3 2.0 2.2
Spouse only---s-mccccccacmcancnca- 1,600] 100.0 3.0 33.3| 44.4| 6.3 6.3]| 6.8 2.1 2.3
Children only~=-====-=- 5,100 100,0 || 16.6| 28.6 | 23,1} 20.0| 8.4| 3.3 | 1.9 2.2
Spouse and children---~ 200| 100.0 -1 35,01 30.1 - -] 35.0{ 3.1 2.5
Other relativesSe=====sw-cccccacaa- 4,900{ 100.0 8.8 34.1 | 28.6| 16.3| 4.4 7.8] 2.0 2.2
Alone or with nonrelatives~=sm=c=-- 11,400 100.0 | 14.0( 34.0| 26.9| L0.6| 7.3| 7.2 1.9 2,1
Boarding home~-===-ccmeccuacccaaa- 1,500 100.0 7.3] 26.6| 25,1 25,9 11.3] 3.8} 2.2 2.6
Nursing home~-=-w-cecncccacncmanna 4,200| 100.0 5.0 29.51 27.3| 16.2]| 13.2 8.9 2.4 2.6
Mental hospital-=sessccececacanann 4,000] 100.0 -] 58.4}22.8| 13.6] 1.4 3.9 | 1.7 0.9
Long~term specialty hospital-wew-- 300] 100.0 ~| 86.2 -] 13.8 - -1 1.3 0.6
General or short-stay hospital---- 2,000} 100.0 3.0 41.7 ) 30.9| 10.6| 8.4| 5.5] 2.0 1.2
Other place-s--mmmecmcccmmcncna 200 100.0 f| 24.0] 49.5 -1 26.4 - -1 L.3 1.5
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Table 7. Number of residents and

rate per

1,000 residents in nursing and personal

care homes

with selected chronic conditions and impairments, by marital status: United States, May-June 1964

Marital status

Chronic conditions and impairments
Total Married | Widowed |Divorced | Separated m§§¥§26
Number of residents
All residentsemmm-am=mmmmacm—e-a- 554,000 || 54,900 | 348,100 | 19,500 | 8,700 | 122,700
Rate per 1,000 residents
No reported conditions====e==-mmeemmmoa- 36.8 18,2 37.8 29.1 40.5 43.4
Malignant neoplasms=-=remmmrocmonccecea 33.3 50.8 34,7 26.1 28.5 23.2
Benign and unspecified neoplasms-~----- 12,3 21.7 11.3 7.6 22,5 11.1
Asthmae=emrmmmremcm e e 29.7 19.2 30.6 24,9 39.8 32.1
Diabetes mellitus======-cee——mocoonoo—- 80.0 84.6 89.0 77.0 45.9 55.1
Advanced senility---~--=m=-m-m-cemoeomo 218.4 222.6 246,1 128.7 116.0 159.4
Senility not psychotic-------c=-monucon- 49,5 44,7 56.6 30.4 61.1 33.8
Other mental disorders-~--ee-ecc-ccmac-o 181.9 176.3 134,3 327.4 300.4 287.7
Vascular lesions affecting
central nervous system------=~=-=cc-~- 339.5 429,.4 362.8 303.2 267.0 244,2
Parkinson's disease-------=-~cc-mom-ou- 22.6 31.5 20.7 26.6 22,8 23.4
Epilepsy==m=mmmmcmmmemecmc e ceem—aae e 21,2 27.6 11.3 56.8 23,5 40,3
Chronic diseases 0f eye--==m-camcaac-—n 62.5 29,7 67.9 61.8 40,9 63.3
Diseases of hearte=~---cccecrmumecnmencacs 282.6 263.2 324.4 207.8 202.1 190.2
Hypertension without mention of heart-- 63.3 39.8 64,5 33.2 59.0 75.4
General arteriosclerosis---=--mececemccan 78.5 72.4 85.6 43,6 57.4 68.3
Varicose veing=='-=cmsrmccaracaccncrmcnmun 32,0 28.3 31.7 46,2 30.1 32,5
Hemorrhoids-----memmmmnacemracanmcnnana= 38.2 41.3 38.8 41.6 46,2 33.8
Bronchitis and emphysema-e=--cesnoman-- 40,2 37.2 36.1 77.9 64.5 45,5
Sinus and other respiratory conditions- 19.4 18.2 17.8 30.9 35.3 21.6
Ulcer of stomach and duodenum---------~ 17.6 18,6 17.4 18.4 24,3 17.3
Hernia of abdominal cavity~e-e=smm=-=-- 35.5 38.6 33.5 5l.4 51.8 36.0
Other chronic conditions of
digestive system-------—c-secsmcmcanan 124,.4 126.5 132.9 136.9 104.0 98.8
Diseases of urinary system--=-=~e--c--- 58.2 75.4 60.7 80.2 75.9 38.8
Diseases of prostate and
other male genital organs----~-=--===-- 30.0 55.4 24,6 44.0 50,8 30.6
Arthritis and rheumatism-~------------- 220.8 192.2 246.3 169.6 180.3 172,4
Fracture, femur (old)-----~--ceoccauan- 31.1 30.0 35.8 18.4 11.7 21.6
All other chronic conditions=---------- 148.7 160.4 144,1 193.4 150.0 149.1
Visual impairments: inability to
read newspaper with glasses-==emr=a--- 120.5 90.8 138.4 65.7 58.6 96.4
Other visual impailrments---------=-vc-- 60.2 45.3 63.3 73.2 70.0 55.5
Hearing impairments----------eencnccann 187.6 161.0 205.6 113.3 150.6 162,7
Speech impairments, all types-==-===--- 98.6 167.5 77.6 109.0 138.2 122.8
Paralysis, palsy due to stroke--=------- 120.3 207.0 122.4 137.0 107.9 73.7
Paralysis, palsy due to other causes--- 46,9 56.6 35.0 72,9 52.4 71.8
Absence, major extremities-—==--=-vc-o----- 20.9 21.0 18.7 44,2 29,7 22,6
Impairments, limbs, back, trunk--=------ 135,8 123,7 139.0 128.5 150,9 132,2
All other impairments----~-=-me-c—w---- 13.7 16.4 12.2 18.6 23.0 15.2
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Table 8. Number of residents

and rate per 1,000 residents in nursing and personal

care homes

with selected conditions and impairments,by living arrangements before admission: United States,

May-~June 1964

Chronic conditions and impairments

Living arrangement

. Spouse Alone or
Total Spouse | Children and Othgr with nom-
only only. children relatives relatives
Number of residents
All residentse----rmecoc—c-—- 554,000 ” 42,400 | 108,600 | 3,100 I 61,400 164,3